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On December 21, 1992 the American Civil Liberties Union, the
Coalition of California Welfare Rights Organizations, Inc, and the
Legal Aid Society of San Mateo filed a suit named Green v. Anderson in
U.S. District Court in Sacramentc requesting that Manual of Policy and
Procedures (MPP) Section 89-402.4 be invalidated. The Plaintiffs
assert that the provision is unconstitutional. MPP Section 89-402.4
mandates that the state pay applicants, who have not resided in
California for a year prior to application, the maximum aid payment of
the prior state of residence, (referred to as the Relocation Family
Grant [RFG]) or the California computed grant, whichever is less. On
December 22, 1992, the Court issued a Temporary Restraining Order
(TRO) (copy attached) which prohibits the state and the counties from
continuing to apply MPP Section 89-402.4.

A. IMPLEMENTATION
The TRO requires counties to immediately:
(1} cease applying MPP 89-402.4,

(2) identify those assistance units negatively affected by this
regulation:

Applicants who were approved, received benefits (including
fiomeless and Immediate Need) and as a result received the

lesser RFG grant:

Pay prorated supplemental benefits due to the client for
the period after the issuance of the TRO (December 22, 1992
through December 31, 1992}. Counties must immediately
issue a supplemental payment to the affected assistance
units for that period. Grants to be issued for January 1,
1992 must also be adjusted to insure that the California

aid payment rate is issued.




Applicants who applied on or after December 1, 13392 and
prior to December 22, 1992 and have not yet been approved:

Pay the appropriate California aid payment rate until the
county receives further instructions.

Applicants who apply after December 22, 1932:

Pay the appropriate California aid payment rate until the
county receives further instructions.

B. REPORTING

The State Department of Social Services will continue to
litigate this case. To simplify future implementation, counties are
to flag the above identified cases pending a final outcome. 1In
addition, cases that receive the California aid payment grant but
would have received a different rate under MPP section 89-402.4 must
be flagged to enable the collection of an overpayment if the state
prevails in future litigation. Counties are to continue to use the
current supplemental forms to identify these cases.

The State Department of Social Services apologizes for the short
implementation timeframe but the Court has ordered immediate
compliance with its Order. If you have any guestions about this
Court Order or its implementation, please call Mr. Vincent Toolan at

(916) 654-1808.

Sincerely,

%/M%f//%

MICHAEL C. GENEST
Deputy Director
Welfare Programs Division
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S| ypon reading the complaint filed herein, as well as the

- supporting exhibits and memorandum of points and authorities, the

s flcourt finds that defendants' policy and practice of paying lesser

sIAFDC grants to California residents who have not resided in

slicalifornia for trwelve consecutive months prior to applying for
glaid than defendants pay to other california AFDC recipients will
7llcause plaintiffs irreparable injury pefore this matter can be

giheard on noticed motion.

The Court further finds that plaintiffs have demonstrated wa
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12 AFDC grants to some california residents, based solely on the
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13lduration of their residency in Californla,szolatgf
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the guarantee

14 of equal protection, the right to fravel, and the Privileges and

15 Immunitles clauzse of the United States constitution.

16 It appearing to the satisfaction of the Court +hat this is a

17 ||proper cause for granting a temporary restraining order, now,

1glitherefore,

19 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT, pending the hearing on the order

20t to show cause, defendants and their agents, assignees and

-1 successors in interest are enjoined from implementing: 1) Section
521111450.03 (&) of the california Welfare and Institutions code; 2)
-3l regulations promulgated pursuant to section 11450.03(a) of the
s4llcalifornia Welfare and Institutions code, including but not
>5llimited to M.P.P. £.A.S. § 89-402.4; and 3) All-County Letter

26l (MACLY) ©2-88 and All-County Information Notice ("ACINY) 1-54-92

27ito the extent that the ACL oTr ACIN deny standard california AFDC

sglpenefits to members of the plaintiff class oI determine an AFDC
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penefit in whole or in part by reference to© the AFDC grant in any

1 5

2l other state Or territory. .
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3 IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED that defendants will, arshrer M
oa Decenpee 23,7192,

4 | thrashonss il ! oamaRc e—eE—Shas D Bl S LT R

5 || aaegrermailo-in, py facsimile transmission, electronic mail, telegram

glor night letter, notify the counties and county welfare directors

2ilcf this Order, and instruct them to stop the implementation of

gllthe policy enjoined herein.
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g 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that, within &dﬂﬂndays, defendants

1pilshall issue an All-County Letter to the same effect, and .
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12
13 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiffs will be permitted to

14liproceed in this matter without posting bond or any other

15lsecurity.

16 IT IS SO ORDERED.
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